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Pursuant to the !"#$%$&'()'$*+ -). /0"1+2& 304$%1 !445.$%1 65##+%'& 5% ) 65&'78+%+9$' 

:+';5"5451< 95( =$&'($>0'+" ?+%+()'$5%, issued February 3, 2009, (“ALJ’s Ruling”), the 

California Energy Storage Alliance (“CESA”)1 hereby submits these comments on the 

preliminary revised proposed decision on a cost-benefit methodology for a distributed generation 

(“DG”), attached as Appendix 1 to the ALJ’s Ruling (“Revised PD”).  CESA is an )"7;5@ 

advocacy group made up of renewable energy system integrators, consultants and energy storage 

system manufacturers.  CESA’s mission is to expand the role of energy storage to promote faster 

adoption of renewable energy and a more stable and secure electricity grid in California.  

,: ,0'%$4*-',$0: 

CESA strongly supports the California Public Utilities Commission’s (“Commission’s”) 

general expression of intent and purposes embodied in the Revised PD “to address cost-benefit 

methodology at this time: to use cost-benefit analyses to compare resource options as part of 

utility resource planning, to determine how to choose among candidate DG technologies and 

projects for incentives and other funding, to assess project alternatives as part of utility power 

procurement, and to assist in measuring and evaluating the effectiveness of DG incentive 

                                                 
1 The California Energy Storage Alliance consists of Chevron Energy Solutions, Fluidic Energy Inc., Ice Energy, 
Inc., StrateGen Consulting and ZBB Energy Corporation. 
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programs.  (Revised PD, at p 6).2 There is much to praise in the Revised PD. Noteworthy 

examples include: 

“! The impacts of DG projects on electricity market prices should be 
included as a benefit in the Societal Test through a price elasticity adder; 

! All relevant environmental benefits should be included in the cost-
benefit models, whether or not their impacts result from regulation or compliance 
with state or federal law; 

! The cost-benefit analysis of DG should include an analysis and 
estimate of the value of the market transformation effects of DG.  The value 
should be quantified as a market transformation adder to the Societal Test.  
(Revised PD, at page 5).” 

However, CESA urges the Commission to seize this opportunity to step forward, not 

backwards, by revisiting an unnecessarily narrow definition of “distributed generation” that is 

currently used in the Revised PD.  Instead the Commission should appropriately define this 

effort as encompassing “distributed energy resources” – a definition that explicitly encompasses 

energy storage.  The definition of “DG” used in the Revised PD, which references only Public 

Utilities Code § 353.1 (dealing only with tariffs for generation), could have far-reaching negative 

policy implications, and create a very real risk of unintended consequences.3  CESA submits that 

the Commission’s expansive policy reasons for addressing cost-benefit methodology in the 

context of this proceeding will be better served by use of the term “distributed energy resources,” 

or “DER” rather than DG, particularly as the Commission is beginning to come to grips with the 

integrative conceptual underpinnings of the “smart grid”.4  The Commission should address cost-

benefit methodology in the broad context of the smart grid by expanding the scope of the 

Revised PD to encompass all forms of distributed energy resources. 

                                                 
2 As the source for these sound policy reasons to formally articulate a cost-benefit methodology, the Commission 
refers to the foundational decision in its 304+#)A$%1 5% ';+ 65##$&&$5%2& B.% :5'$5% '5 C54$@$' 65##+%'& )%" 
D(5E5&)4& 5% =$&'($>0'+" ?+%+()'$5% )%" 65#E+'$'$5% $% F4+@'($@ =$&'($>0'$5% C+(*$@+&, R.98-12-015, filed 
December 17, 1998, and, by extension, its successor B("+( G%&'$'0'$%1 304+#)A$%1 3+1)("$%1 D54$@$+&H D(5@+"0(+& 
)%" G%@+%'$*+& 95( =$&'($>0'+" ?+%+()'$5% )%" =$&'($>0'+" F%+(1< 3+&50(@+&, R.04-03-017, filed March 16, 2004). 
3 There is no reason for the Commission to rely exclusively on Public Utilities (“P.U.”) Code § 353.1, which 
provides that “distributed energy resources” means any electric generation technology that meets specified 
requirements.  Instead, the Commission should also look to P.U. Code § 379.6 (formerly codified as P.U. Code § 
399.15) because it is a far broader, and more relevant touchstone for legislative policy guidance. 
4 C++ +.1., the Commission’s recent decision adding a $2/KW incentive for advanced energy storage in California’s 
Self-Generation Incentive Program (“SGIP.”) (D.08-11-044, issued November 1, 2008). 
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,,: '(" -$//,..,$0 .($*+4 144%".. -$.'9!"0"#,' /"'($4$+$23 
,0 '(" !%$14 -$0'";' $# '(" ./1%'92%,4 !3 ";)104,02 '(" 
.-$)" $# '(" %"5,."4 )4 '$ "0-$/)1.. 1++ #$%/. $# 
4,.'%,!*'"4 "0"%23 %".$*%-".: 

CESA agrees wholeheartedly with the Revised PD’s rejection of the restrictive definition 

proposed by CAC/EPUC for the reason stated by the Commission: 

“We see no reason to adopt a new definition here for cost-benefit analysis 
purposes, and potentially create confusion.  Finally, we do not want to create a 
standard definition when the technologies, sizes, and uses of DG continue to 
evolve.  Rather, we want to be able to apply our cost-benefit methodology to DG 
in its various forms, as they arise.”  (Revised PD, at page 17). 

It is very clear that energy storage has always been contemplated as part of what later led to the 

SGIP (and later the California Solar Initiative), well before the either program was designed and 

implemented by the Commission.  Writing about the competitive aspects of the subject and 

assessing its impact on investor-owned utilities, in D.99-10-065, issued on October 21, 1999,5 

the Commission articulated its “historical” frame of reference for encouraging development of 

DER in the following way: 

“In this decision we use the term ‘distributed generation’ to refer to those 
small scale electric generating technologies such as internal combustion engines, 
microturbines, wind turbines, photovoltaics, and fuel cells.  We use the term DER 
to refer to the distributed generation technologies, storage technologies, end-use 
technologies and DSM technologies. 

‘Distributed generation’ has also been referred to as ‘distributed energy 
resources’ (DER) or ‘distributed resources’ (DR).  (OIR, p. 2, fn. 1).  DER 
appears to be the broadest of all three terms, and includes distributed generation, 
as well as energy storage technologies such as battery energy storage, 
superconducting magnetic energy storage, flywheel energy storage, and 
compressed air energy storage.  DER can also refer to targeted “end-use 
technologies” or targeted DSM techniques.’ 

In general, a DER has the following attributes:  the DER is usually located 
at or near the load center; it may be connected to the distribution system or it can 
operate independently of the distribution system; it provides an enhanced value 
other than its energy and capacity; the DER is usually small in terms of electric 
power output; and the DER facility is usually automated, modular and mass 
produced.  (Mimeo, p. 14).” 

                                                 
5 Issued in R.98-12-015. 
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The Commission subsequently opened a successor proceeding for the purpose of 

articulating a new comprehensive framework for DER, B("+( G%&'$'0'$%1 304+#)A$%1 3+1)("$%1 

D54$@$+&H D(5@+"0(+& )%" G%@+%'$*+& 95( =$&'($>0'+" F%+(1< 3+&50(@+&, R.04-03-017, filed March 

16, 2004.  This new proceeding further emphasized the growing importance of DER, including 

energy storage: 

“In this proceeding we continue our consideration of rules and policies 
impacting distributed generation (DG).  DG has taken on greater significance in 
the energy industry since this Commission opened its last DG rulemaking in 
October of 1999 (R.99-10-025).  The technologies of DG continue to evolve, and 
their potential benefits present a compelling set of options to be considered in the 
resource planning and procurement context.  As expressed in state legislation, in 
the joint agency Energy Action Plan and the California Energy Commission’s 
(CEC) recently adopted Integrated Energy Policy Report, evaluating and 
deploying DG is a priority for California’s energy future.  (footnote omitted).  
There are multiple efforts underway to achieve these goals.  (Mimeo, p. 1). 

.   .   . 

In addressing what we consider to be the three central issues in this 
rulemaking – cost-benefit analyses, incentives and IOU procurement guidance – 
we intend to develop a conceptual framework that will allow us to evaluate these 
similar resource options on an equal footing.  J$'; ';$& 304+#)A$%1 .+ .$44 >+1$% 
'5 +#E45< ';+ %)#+ =$&'($>0'+" F%+(1< 3+&50(@+& K=F3L '5 +%@5#E)&& 
"$&'($>0'+" 1+%+()'$5%H +%+(1< +99$@$+%@<H "+#)%" (+&E5%&+ )%" +4+@'($@)4 &'5()1+.  
M;+&+ (+&50(@+ 5E'$5%& &;)(+ @5##5% @;)()@'+($&'$@& $% ';+$( )>$4$'< '5 &+(*+ 5( 
5';+(.$&+ #)%)1+ 5%&$'+ 45)"H )%" $% ';+ E5'+%'$)4 >+%+9$'& ';+< @)% E(5*$"+ '5 
';+ +4+@'($@)4 %+'.5(A $9 +#E45<+" .$'; &099$@$+%' @)(+ )%" 95(+&$1;' . . .N 
[emphasis added] (Mimeo, p. 2). 

The energy storage industry has come a very long way since 2004.  While still in various 

stages of commercialization there are now many successful demonstrations of the benefits of 

energy storage in grid-connected distributed applications all over the world.  CESA’s view is that 

energy storage should be included in the Commission’s cost-benefit methodology, not because of 

this commercial progress E+( &+, but because of its technical and economic synergy with other 

distributed energy and demand and generation resources - in particular fuel cells, wind and solar.  

The Commission itself followed exactly this logic with its recent decision to award SGIP 

incentives for AES coupled with SGIP-eligible distributed generation technologies (currently 

wind and fuel cells).6 
                                                 
6 C++, footnote. 4, $%9().  
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In addition, the Commission's related successor proceeding to R.98-12-015 devoted to 

distributed energy resources, B("+( G%&'$'0'$%1 304+#)A$%1 3+1)("$%1 D54$@$+&H D(5@+"0(+& )%" 

304+& 95( ';+ 6)4$95(%$) C54)( G%$'$)'$*+H ';+ C+497?+%+()'$5% G%@+%'$*+ D(51()# )%" 5';+( 

=$&'($>0'+" ?+%+()'$5% G&&0+&, R.06-03-004, filed March 2, 2006, also expressly related back to 

the initial policy impetus that has been carried forward to successive proceedings, and has been 

implicitly carried forward to today’s proceeding:7  

,,,: '(" -$//,..,$0 .($*+4 ,0-+*4" '%10.#$%/1',$01+ !"0"#,'.< 
"05,%$0/"0'1+ 144"%. 104 '%10./,..,$0 104 4,.'%,!*',$0 
,/)1-'. ,0 '(" -$.'9!"0"#,' /"'($4$+$23 '(1' ,' 14$)'. ,0 
'(,. )%$-""4,02: 

CESA applauds the Commission's stated intent to include market transformation benefits, 

and environmental and transmission and distribution adders in its proposed cost-benefit 

methodology.  By correctly expanding the potential value streams from DER, energy storage, in 

its many forms, will be a key technology to help accelerate market transformation by enabling (i) 

increased use of variable renewable generation by  “smoothing” its production profile and 

shifting it to peak periods which thus increases value of this generation for the electric power 

system and enables a more intelligent, better integrated and less costly interconnection of these 

resources with the utility grid, especially in the context of an evolving smart grid with two-way 

communications, (ii) integration of multiple distributed energy resources - for example, 

renewable microgrids require advanced energy storage to help 'balance' local onsite generation 

with the variability of the onsite load, (iii) lasting improvements in the energy and capital 

efficiency of the transmission and distribution system by, one, reducing congestion and thus 

improving grid reliability and lessen energy losses in the T&D lines and, two, deferring and/or 

avoiding T&D capital expenditures, and more broadly (iv) capturing a broad array of potential 

participant and societal value streams from capital investments in a single type of energy 

resources – for example, commercially available energy storage systems today can provide 

multiple benefits for an end-user including peak shaving and emergency/backup power, and can 

also be configured to provide ancillary services and. CESA also applauds the Commission’s 
                                                 
7 “This rulemaking evolves from and builds on the work we began in three previous proceedings, Rulemaking (R.) 
98-12-015, R. 99-10-025 and R.04-03-017.  These previous rulemaking orders describe our fundamental view of DG 
and its role in providing the state with clean, reliable energy resources and remain useful as background documents 
guiding our work here.”  (Mimeo, p.1). 
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stated intent to include environmental adders, since DER technologies (such as storage coupled 

with renewables) may have the ability to achieve the same energy delivery results as a gas fired 

combustion engine or backup diesel generator – but with zero emissions.  Finally, CESA is also 

greatly encouraged by the Commission’s stated willingness to examine employment effects later, 

because these can be substantial -- and unlike central plant generation which is highly 

concentrated in one location, the development, financing, design, installation and ongoing 

operations and maintenance of distributed energy resources will occur in a broad-based fashion 

all over California.  

,5: -$0-+*.,$0: 

CESA appreciates this opportunity to comment on the Revised PD, and looks forward to 

working with the Commission and other stakeholders to help produce a cost-benefit 

methodology that will work for today and also maintain its value in the future as the Commission 

implements the smart-grid in California.  

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
      
Donald C. Liddell 
DOUGLASS & LIDDELL 
 
Counsel for the  
-1+,#$%0,1 "0"%23 .'$%12" 1++,10-" 

 
Date:  February 25, 2009 
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03-017 and R.08-03-008 by serving an electronic copy on their email addresses of record and by 
mailing a properly addressed copy by first-class mail with postage prepaid to each party for 
whom an email address is not available.  
 

Executed on February 25, 2009, at Woodland Hills, California. 
 
 
 Michelle Dangott 
 
 



 

."%5,-" +,.'. = %:>?9>@9>AB CDE %:>F9>@9>>F 

 
abrowning@votesolar.org croaman@ccsf.edu glbarbose@lbl.gov 
act6@pge.com css@cpuc.ca.gov glw@eslawfirm.com 
aes@cpuc.ca.gov ctai@edgetechsolar.com gmorris@emf.net 
akbar.jazayeri@sce.com cte@eslawfirm.com golden@goldenenergy.com 
amber.dean@sce.com ctoca@utility-savings.com gopal@recolteenergy.com 
amber@iepa.com dakinports@semprautilities.com grant.kolling@cityofpaloalto.org 
andrew.mcallister@energycenter.org Dan.adler@calcef.org gss@nfcrc.uci.edu 
andy@ongrid.net Dan.Thompson@SPGsolar.com gteigen@rcmdigesters.com 
annette.gilliam@sce.com dan@energysmarthomes.net harveyederpspc@hotmail.com 
annie.henderson@energycenter.org darryl.conklin@renewable.com hcf@cpuc.ca.gov 
anthony.brown@chevron.com david.kopans@fatspaniel.com heidi@sunlightandpower.com 
arno@recurrentenergy.com dbeck@energy.state.ca.us hfhunt@optonline.net 
arr@cpuc.ca.gov dbp@cpuc.ca.gov hgreen@sunedison.com 
asteele@hanmor.com dcarroll@downeybrand.com hhh4@pge.com 
atrowbridge@daycartermurphy.com dchong@energy.state.ca.us hodgesjl@surewest.net 
aube-m@na.marubeni.com deden@energy.state.ca.us HYao@SempraUtilities.com 
AXY4@pge.com dennis@ddecuir.com info@calseia.org 
bawilkins@sbcglobal.net dgrandy@caonsitegen.com irene.stillings@energycenter.org 
bbaker@summitblue.com dhlommen@apollopower.com jamckinsey@stoel.com 
bchao@simmonsco-intl.com dhouck@ndnlaw.com james.lehrer@sce.com 
bcragg@goodinmacbride.com Diane.Fellman@nexteraenergy.com janmcfar@sonic.net 
benjamin.airth@energycenter.org dks@cpuc.ca.gov jarmstrong@goodinmacbride.com 
bernadette@environmentcalifornia.org dmoard@powerhouseenergy.net jason.houck@sfgov.org 
bernardo@braunlegal.com dot@cpuc.ca.gov jason.jones@tiltsolar.com 
bill@brobecksolarenergy.com dseperas@calpine.com jbarnes@summitblue.com 
bjeider@ci.burbank.ca.us dsh@cpuc.ca.gov jbarnet@smud.org 
blaising@braunlegal.com dtf@cpuc.ca.gov jchamberlin@strategicenergy.com 
bob.ramirez@itron.com dvidaver@energy.state.ca.us jeanne.clinton@earthlink.net 
brbarkovich@earthlink.net dwood8@cox.net jeanne.sole@sfgov.org 
breene@bkp.com eah@cpuc.ca.gov jennifer.porter@energycenter.org 
brenda.latter@itron.com ebrodeur@steadfastcompanies.com JerryL@abag.ca.gov 
C2M1@pge.com editorial@californiaenergycircuit.net jf2@cpuc.ca.gov 
CABe@pge.com edward.randolph@asm.ca.gov jharris@volkerlaw.com 
Case.Admin@sce.com ek@a-klaw.com jhendry@sfwater.org 
Cathy.lazarus@mountainview.gov eklinkner@ci.pasadena.ca.us jholmes@emi1.com 
cec@cpuc.ca.gov elee@davisenergy.com jimross@r-c-s-inc.com 
cem@newsdata.com elee@sandiego.gov jjg@eslawfirm.com 
centralfiles@semprautilities.com elizabeth@sierraecos.com jkarp@winston.com 
ceyap@earthlink.net elvine@lbl.gov jkcliburn@gmail.com 
cfaber@semprautilities.com emackie@gridalternatives.org jlarkin@us.kema.com 
chuck@csolt.net enriqueg@lif.org jlin@strategen.com 
CJSv@pge.com ensmith@mwe.com jmcfarland@treasurer.ca.gov 
clamasbabbini@comverge.com e-recipient@caiso.com JMCLA@comcast.net 
CLHs@pge.com erickpetersen@pvpowered.com jmgarber@iid.com 
cln@cpuc.ca.gov Eriks@ecoplexus.com jna@speakeasy.org 
clower@earthlink.net eyhecox@stoel.com joc@cpuc.ca.gov 
cmanson@semprautilities.com filings@a-klaw.com jody_london_consulting@earthlink.net 
cmanzuk@semprautilities.com fortlieb@sandiego.gov joe@silverwoodenergy.com 
colin@tiogaenergy.com FredMorse@MorseAssociatesInc.com joelene.monestier@spgsolar.com 
cp@kacosolar.com fsmith@sfwater.org john.lembo@starwoodhotels.com 
cpuccases@pge.com fwmonier@tid.org john.supp@energycenter.org 



 

cpucdockets@keyesandfox.com gbeck@etfinancial.com john@proctoreng.com 
cpucrulings@navigantconsulting.com george.simons@itron.com johnrredding@earthlink.net 
craig.lewis@greenvolts.com ghinners@reliant.com jomo.thorne@pge-corp.com 
jon.bonk-vasko@energycenter.org marks@alohasys.com pforkin@tejassec.com 
jordan@tiogaenergy.com martinhomec@gmail.com phammond@simmonsco-intl.com 
josh@hydrogenllc.com mary.tucker@sanjoseca.gov pnarvand@energy.state.ca.us 
jpalmer@solarcity.com matt.summers@itron.com preston@sonomaenergymgt.com 
jpross@sungevity.com matt@sustainablespaces.com psd@cpuc.ca.gov 
jrathke@capstoneturbine.com mc3@cpuc.ca.gov pstoner@lgc.org 
jrichman@bloomenergy.com mcalabrese@sandiego.gov ptramonte@bear.com 
jrohrbach@reliant.com mcampbell@sfwater.org pw1@cpuc.ca.gov 
jsanders@caiso.com mclaughlin@braunlegal.com rachel@ceert.org 
jsomers@lisc.org mdavis@barnumcelillo.com rbaybaya@energy.state.ca.us 
jsugar@energy.state.ca.us mday@goodinmacbride.com rcolicchia@harris-assoc.com 
julie.blunden@sunpowercorp.com mdd@cpuc.ca.gov regrelcpuccases@pge.com 
justin@sunwatersolar.com mdjoseph@adamsbroadwell.com rguild@solarcity.com 
jwwd@pge.com mdorn@mwe.com rhanna@reliant.com 
jyamagata@semprautilities.com mdoughto@energy.state.ca.us rhuang@smud.org 
kar@cpuc.ca.gov meb@cpuc.ca.gov rhwiser@lbl.gov 
karambelas@fce.com megan@nonprofithousing.org rishii@aesc-inc.com 
karen@klindh.com meganmmyers@yahoo.com rjl9@pge.com 
karin.corfee@kema.com mgh9@pge.com rknight@bki.com 
karly@solardevelop.com mhyams@sfwater.org rl4@cpuc.ca.gov 
katie@sunlightandpower.com Michael.Brown@utcpower.com rliebert@cfbf.com 
katrina.perez@energycenter.org michael.hindus@pillsburylaw.com rmacdona@energy.state.ca.us 
kbest@realenergy.com michael@awish.net rmccann@umich.edu 
kbosley@bear.com michaelkyes@sbcglobal.net rob@sunlightelectric.com 
kcooney@summitblue.com mike.montoya@sce.com Robert.F.LeMoine@sce.com 
keith.mccrea@sablaw.com mike@borregosolar.com robert.pettinato@ladwp.com 
kellie.smith@sen.ca.gov mkay@aqmd.gov robert_margolis@nrel.gov 
kenneth.swain@navigantconsulting.com mkober@pyramidsolar.com ronnie@energyrecommerce.com 
kfox@keyesandfox.com mlrock@shocking.com rsa@a-klaw.com 
kirk@NoElectricBill.com mowrysswr@cox.net rwebsterhawkins@CSD.ca.gov 
ksmith@powerlight.com mpa@a-klaw.com ryan.amador@energycenter.org 
Kurt.Scheuermann@itron.com mrawson@smud.org rzhang@cityofpasadena.net 
lauren@sunlightandpower.com mrl@cpuc.ca.gov S2B9@pge.com 
laurene_park@sbcglobal.net mrw@mrwassoc.com sara@solaralliance.org 
ldecarlo@energy.state.ca.us MtenEyck@ci.rancho-cucamonga.ca.us sbarata@opiniondynamics.com 
leewallach@coejlsc.com mtooley@miscowater.com sbeserra@sbcglobal.net 
lglover@solidsolar.com mts@cpuc.ca.gov sc1@cpuc.ca.gov 
liddell@energyattorney.com mvc@cpuc.ca.gov sco@cpuc.ca.gov 
linda.forsberg@mountainview.gov myuffee@mwe.com scott.tomashefsky@ncpa.com 
lindag@resources.ca.gov nellie.tong@us.kema.com scott@debenhamenergy.com 
lisa_weinzimer@platts.com nes@a-klaw.com sean.hazlett@morganstanley.com 
lmerry@vervesolar.com Nick.Allen@morganstanley.com sebesq@comcast.net 
lmh@eslawfirm.com njfolly@tid.org sendo@ci.pasadena.ca.us 
lnelson@westernrenewables.com nlc@cpuc.ca.gov sephra.ninow@energycenter.org 
LowryD@sharpsec.com nlong@nrdc.org sewayland@comcast.net 
lp1@cpuc.ca.gov nmr@cpuc.ca.gov sfrantz@smud.org 
lpark@navigantconsulting.com npedersen@hanmor.com SGraham@navigantconsulting.com 
LPaskett@Firstsolar.com nzigelbaum@nrdc.org sgreschner@gridalternatives.org 
lrosen@eesolar.com obrienc@sharpsec.com Sgupta@energy.state.ca.us 
ltaggart@cecmail.org Olivia.puerta@mountainview.gov shallenbgr@aol.com 
lwhouse@innercite.com pairedhelix@cox.net Shoeless838@comcast.net 



 

m.stout@cleantechamerica.com patrick.lilly@itron.com skilgrow@manuelbros.com 
marcel@turn.org paul@tiogaenergy.com skoffman@powernab.com 
markgsp@sbcglobal.net pepper@sunfundcorp.com skronland@altshulerberzon.com 
smiller@energy.state.ca.us susank@bonair.stanford.edu tom.brown@csun.edu 
socal.forum@yahoo.com susanne@emersonenvironmental.com tomb@crossborderenergy.com 
solar@oxypower.com swason@carollo.com ttutt@energy.state.ca.us 
spatrick@sempra.com sww9@pge.com twombly@kw-engineering.com 
spauker@wsgr.com tam@cpuc.ca.gov tzentai@summitblue.com 
ssciortino@anaheim.net taram@greenlining.org vjb@cpuc.ca.gov 
ssmyers@att.net tbardacke@globalgreen.org vwood@smud.org 
stephen.morrison@sfgov.org tblair@sandiego.gov warehouse@mohrpower.com 
steve@connectenergy.com tcr@cpuc.ca.gov wbooth@booth-law.com 
steve@energyinnovations.com tdfeder@lbl.gov whughes@smud.org 
stevegill@gillsonions.com tdp@cpuc.ca.gov wlscott@earthlink.net 
steven.huhman@morganstanley.com thamilton@cheers.org wmb@cpuc.ca.gov 
steven@moss.net thamilton@icfi.com zca@cpuc.ca.gov 
steveng@destrategies.com thunt@cecmail.org zfranklin@gridalternatives.org 
susan.munves@smgov.net tim_merrigan@nrel.gov  

 
 


